Kevin Walsh 9/22/96 

PO Box 1 5069 

Washington, DO 20009-9997 
Dear Kevin, 

Aw 

I have not ro d Knuds on's IISCA testimony, which - should do before^ offering 
a definitive opinion. There is also what some might consider makes me biased, as 
I think I a^lnot, so first 1 go into that* 

Some time be^jfre N2 VF R AO AIN! . was finally published I was familiar with 
somo of dandy Robertson's work and rattier liked it. I refer to Ms belief there 
were two shots to the JFK head. I suggested how lie could strengthen what he had 
done by duplicating some of what had published on that in 1975 but by using 
an independent expert . I believe he did not do ti&t. 

When knew that II 2 VER AGAIN!, was finally going go appear and when it was 
nOt s..fe for me to try to go to DC for a press conference on it I < 3 sited J im to 
hold one for me. h agreed. I offered Randy participation. I did not ask Mm to 
say a word about my book. I did offer Mi that opportunity to present Ms case 
for a second shot to the head. I also asked c Mp Selby to appear and he agreed. 

When ^Mp was working on Ms documentary JE told Mm about Dolce, where he was, 
and subjected tliat /hip C° interview him. fje did. ij you read NEVE R AGAIN! you 
know that Clip gave raw the full transcript of Ms full interview so 1 could use 
it and 1 did ue^uuch of it. Randy said he vrated to first exvlore the possibility 
of first publication in a professional publication. xl e said he'd know by the end 
as I now recall of .Apm.1, 1995. 

J im d an imagined fear, that he did not know enough to hold that 

press conference. l'd tojd Mm to say that he was dMn^Lt for me because it was not 
safe for me to go to DC, that he'd been my lawyer in all those FOIA lawsuits, I 
gave Mm copies of documents from the book to use and give out, wrote oi.’.t what 
ho should say al'ft&ut them, and told Mm to refer any reporters who M any 
qiuestions to me by phone, fie agree to that and then did nothing. Copies of the 
book were late ro chi^g Mm but that did not interfere with the news value in 
what 1 gave Mm to give out. What hiS real reason was 1 do not know. I tMnk he 
missed a real opportunity to inform people but also tMnk he has Ms own 
hangups. I tMnk also tliat dandy missed a real opportunity to get 3 ome 

attention for bis work. 

I believe these matters do not maize me prejudiced about the Randy review. 

rr 

You say you do not recall evidence of probes. fact inhere was and it 
was the most influential in what the FDI said and never stopped saying about the 
assassination and about the autopsy. It is in CD 1 . They could not get a probe in 
the back. I explained winy in Post Mortem. The could get a little finger it for 



pferhaps one joint if I remember correctly, but only that little. That was because 
they probed w^jfchjj;lio body^^^iie whefeas it was wpundejj when erect and the 

scapula moved 'Gif blocked the bath of the bullet. 

C> A 

There i., testimony and there are documents on this that are well known. I 
believe they should not be ignored in any commentary and that criticism would be 
legitimate if they are ignored. 

..•ith regard to that 1 1167 ^ ox statement, that may be the result of a deal 
T^m Kelley of the Secret Service and made. promised if they answered certain 
questions and provided certain records I'd not use FOIA to sue them, ^e wanted to 
avoid that. His compliance was aborted by the Archives and Justice but because he 
did make the effort Jl kept my word. x published what he told me about the printing 
cf the autopsy film in Pos t Wqrtem. As I now recall it, Fox used the jlhhfr lab to 
develop the blak and white film but that Ihe Navy did the color work for him. I think 
tlus is what hark rouch says Fox told Mm. 

I believe that at -^ethesda there was no delay in the discovery of the wound 
on the back. ^jL had to be seen as soon as the corpse was removed fr#m the casket 
and unwrappe d. have qestions about Randy's conjectures at this point, including that 
one in oarticular. is wrong in saying that // umes did not phone ferry until 
after midnight, and Andy and the HSOA knew that, and the Perry/ Clark press con- 
ference was aiced livo by radio and repeated often, including in the early editions 
of the morning papers, which were out not /inch ijjj at all after the aUopsy was 

bean. The paper that hjhmes uses in his proctocol slated there was a wound in the front 
11 (A 

of the neck. Fumes merely omitted that. 

A staff interview is not "testimony." 

I think if this is used the conjectures should be dropped and what is omitted 
should be stated in that space, like what the official evidence is aboitif; the 
impossibility of getting a probe in the wound in the back, flus ^alloway's orders 

that the;/ n.$t track the wound through the body, as was required by the autopsy. 

ft 



I have read iGJcsty’s Pudding, ne is a subject-matter ignoramus, a propagandist, 
was , as he had to be, removed from the Oswald case on wMch he'd done nothing 
except go see harina, as soon as Oswald teed off on him. Even the title of Ms book 
is not true. was not that assignment. It was a dead case imtil they learned 

Oswald was getting or had written the j^ dly Work er. That is all they had to open 
it and the case file had not reached Hasty from N.O. until the morning of the 
assassination. i ou 11 have to wonder about the truth of anytMng he says. I do. 

He hope that you can come out some of these days. Our best, 






